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Queft. 1. V Hat Animal ws the moft 
happy of allthe Creation? 

Anfw. Before this Queftion can be re- 
folv’d, we muft agree what bappine/s is, and 
then examine the Creation, which comes near- 
eft to that happinefs;there might be brought 
very plaufible Arguments for the happinefs 
of Many Creatures before Man, if the ab- 
fence of Evil determin’d bappine{s, or prefence 
of fome {mall Good. Our Anfwer is this, 
That happinefS muft confist in Aétion, and 
therefore a Creature which acts most perfeétly 
is moft happy, which isa good Man; but if 
we take Mankind in General, that they all 
are either more happy, or more miferable 
than all other Creatures whatever. 

Quelt. 2. What is the difference between 
Subftance and Body ? 

Anfw. So much: as is betwixt Subftance 
and Subftance, or Body and Body. 

Quelt. 3. What is the Caxfe of the Variation 
of the Variation of the Compafs? 

Anfw. As to the Variation of the Com- 
pafs, I hope ’tis fully and plainly refolved in 
V. 3.—N. 4.— 2..4.-— viz. The different 
Situation or Pofition of the Earth amongst 
the Seas. Wecannot, well tell wha: the Que- 
rift means by the Variation of the Variation 
of the Compafs, unlefs who it was that or- 
der'd this Situation at firft; if fo, our anfwer 
is, Hethat gave him the faculty and power of 
asking this Queftion; the other Queftion fent 
with thefe three,muft have no other anfwer 
but filence. i 

Queft.: 3. Whether the condemning a Thief 
to fome certain Drudgery or Slavery for their 
lives, or for alimtted time according to their 
Crime, as in Holland aud other places to the 
Gallies and Mines, woud not bean. effectual 
Affrightment to,others, it being a lafting one, 
when the [peedy lofs of their lives, being [peedy 
and tranfstory, % not fo terrible? and whether 
this Kingdom might not receive advantage by 
their labours, and their own Soulan opportunity 
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mation by Gratitude, and che advantage to f 


the Publick by their Laboars ; “tis our Opi- 


nion (tho’ we. pretend not 't0.infiruét ‘the 


- Magiftrate) that, ‘tis. the moft proper Method 
that can be tal vik se a 
Queft. 4. J defire ‘your Opinion what Book, 


you wou'd advife me to for my private Devo- 
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tions, 46 being a fingle pexfon. 3 
_ tAnfw. W of at pce and good men 
have been concern’d'in the Com vik. 
the Liturgy of the Charch of England— if the 
Labours of one. mai me Taylors 
pofures, Zhe ba Mani) 0 
Quelt. 5. What Image oughe "we'to form of 
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God in onr Minds, or whether any when we pray 
to him, or at any other time?. : , 
a “— = sie oe (in me Peters 
urch at Aome um con- 
tradicted the exprefs Ccoinnand: of the Su- 
preme Deity, in making the Image of an Old 
Grave Man as a reprefentative of God. If 
{uch an imitation had not been the breach 
of an exprefs Command, there cannot be 
found an act of a greater folly and ignorance 
throughout the whole Uuiverfe. How can 
Finite Creatures have an Idea of an lxfinite 
Being ? how can matter include smmmat triality, 
or a circum(criptible Image imitate « Bei 
that is every w aconce? If we coud 
not difcern fuch a weaknefS by naturai 
Reafon, the Sacred Writ would inform us 
God is a Spirit, and they that worfhip bim muft 
Worlhip him in Spirit and in Truth. in— 
He that cometh to God, muft believe that 
He is, &c. viz. an unfucceffive Being inex: 
preffible by paft or to come, but always the 
fame, agreeable co another Text, Before 
Abraham was I am. Which word the Ar- 
rians with all their evafions know not what 
to make of when ’tis brought to prove the 
Eternity of our Saviours Godhead. 

Quelt. 6. One married to a Man by the 
Laws of the Land; but not by the Laws of God 
and Nature, as fhethinks, and one who is of @ 
temper fo rigid as to abufe and beat her, and is 
alfo guilty of all manner of debauchery, query, 
whether st be fin for her to leave bim or not ? 

Aufw. He that retains not one Ear for 
the accufed is unjuft; but upon a fuppofi- 
tion of Abuses, Debauchery, &&c. the laft if 
prov’d to be matter of fa&, is fufficient 
caufe to be divorced from Bed and Boards 
but the Law allows no fecond Marriages 
whilft eicher party lives. 

Queft. 7. 4 young Man not long fince mar- 
ried one who had all the Qualifications and 
Charms 4 man cou d wifh or defireto enjoy, but 
Tyrant Death, a refpetter of neither Age nor 
Sex, depriv’d bim of ber in a few months; que- 
ry, having [uch a Guft of the Greateft, and no- 
thing but the Sweets of Love, whether itis as 
great. a vertue to live fingle ever after, as if be- 
ore be had devoted himfelf to a Calibacy, pro- 
vided he had the gift of Comtinency? or whe- 
ge is Teel fox ca aed ? sti 
|, nfo. rift {peaks €xtreamly 
fible of that metring, Lengaiing Cafes, Lat 
-withal a little unintelligible, which is as par- 
donable.to any under chefe Circumftan 
as little Apifo tricks are to Children. ’Tis 
moe a vertue to live either fingle or married, but 
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yment than before, -be- 
or bad) are hard to be 
’ poffible. | 
beoke, £0 Pa ic good mens Souls after 
ainsi departure bence enter tanme diately sit 0 
Heaven, & enjoy the Beat ifick Vsfion, or ref Pe 
fome other place,yet bappy enough tall the renntting 
of Sout and Body at the laft and glorious day? 

Anfo.. That: Text--God baring referved 
fome verter thine for m, that the) without us 
thon d not be made perfett, plainly {hews, that 
the fulnefs of Joy is referved till the /af day. 
But to give the defcription of iome ceter- 
minate for its refidence till then, is but la- 
bour in vain, whilft we are aliveand know 
certainly by the »anner of attion, that fuch a 
Soul has a relation to, and dependance up- 
on fuch a particular Body, yet to fay the 
manner how, is only fic for the Language of 
Spirits, or Glorified Bodies: The neareit an- 
fwer that we can give, is, lec che Queftion 
alone till you come into anorber World, and 
then you {hall not. need to ask, but will 
know your delf. Por what may be gather’d 
from Scripture and Phrlofophy about the Na- 
ture of the Soul, read our former Papers, 
particularly ’ol.— 2.— and Kol.—Q.—> 

Quett. 8. Whether the Soulsof Studious\and 
Learned Men are not more perfethin the World 
to come, than the Souls of the. Igwor ant and 1j- 
rerate, if we fuppofe em equally pious bere: 

Aniw. Piety takes tts oftimate both from 
knowledge aud prattice, fo that there cannot 
be an equality of Piety hereof between 
Souls equally careful and: induftrious here 
for the motives and manner Of this care are 
different in themfelves, and act by Semi 
mentsnot in the Nature, but in the Manner. 
As for inftance, two ee ee along the 
fireet, one fees very wel, the other is 
almoft blind ; they go botlthe fame Jour- 
ney, take:the fame care of Ditches,Srones, 8c: 
but be that fees beft has a becter. pro/pect of 
the Fourneys end, and can go on ( ordinarily) 
with greater pleafure, being berter able 
avoid the taconveniences of the way than ‘the 
other. I thou’d enter into the ai/pare whe 
ther doing or fuffering fhall have the greater 
reward hereafter ; for Iam fure they pro- 
ceed both from one Principle,’ but fare I 
am that the dker we are to God by both 
knowledge and prattice of Holime/s,- the higher 
our preferment will be hereafter with him; 
and I doube not but in fome meafure this 
difference ds upon the ‘Jmprovements 
our felves make of our time in this‘World. 

Opelt..9.. dn Dan. 5.25. in the Hiftory of 
Belthazzar we have shee words written 6 the 
pat - NE MENE, FERRE UPH ARSIN. 

is defired you'd refolve us what Lahguage are 
they? what ‘their {ignification’? ‘why Daniel 
in the repetitions ’em leaves: out one ° of the 


MLE NE's, repeating that word but once 2 aiid - 


why be chabges'the laft word from 


into Peres: 2: ew Boods sro 
Anf,. To thefirft. Query weteply; The 
wordsare Chaldee—But why then coed not 
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the King read ’em, and why did he fend for 
the Aftrologers, Southfayers and ¥i/e men, 
promifing.’em rewards to read the writing , 
as well as to make known the Interpretation ? 
neitherof which,tho the. Story te!is-us fome 
of thefe Wife men were Chaldeans, coud any 


_of ’em doas the 8th z.informs us >?’ Tis law- 


ful hére to infert a probable conjefure of our 
own, and we think this might be becaufé ic 
was written in Hebrew Charatters which was 
the Sacred Language. 

To the fecond Query, The Interpretation 
of thofe words, the Hiitory fufficiently wh- 
folds ‘em,and there’s no need of repeating ir. 

To the third— Why Daniel omitted one of 
the Mene's—weanfwer,he repeated both,v.25. 
tho’ he ivterprets but oe, v.26. The reafon 
of which was, becaufe they both being the 
fame words; had the fame fignification, being 
only repeated the more vehemently and /o- 
lemnly to affirm the things, as is Common in 
all Languages. Thus the Aviv ‘Aviv, and our 
Verily Verily. 

To the laft—Why Peres inftead of Uphar- 
fin ? We are apt to believe the word Peres 
may be falfly pointed in the Copy, and fo ill 
render’d in our Tranflation, the fame Letters 
with different Points making Pharas, as the 
Latines have it, or Phares, as the Seventy, 
which indeed thefe Jaft ufe. im both places. 
Now there’s no more difference between 
Phares and: Upbarfin, than between the /im- 
gular and the plural of thefame word-- which 
has a double fignitication: It’s taken both for 
a thing abrupt jbroken or divided,as Belfhazzars 
Kingdom foon after was; and alfo for thé 
Per fians Who divided it, Whom the Chaldeans 


call in their Language Phars}- or Pharss, to 
whom thereismprechan an Adyfion in the word. Nay, 
Pligy telis us chay che'Perfians were of old cali’d Pbarafi, 
which by the eAfie sranfpoficion of ane Letter is the fame 
with Upbarfi, and borirchele fenfes te Divine Incerpreter 
clearly and fuccin@ly comprizes in his refolution thereof. 
Thy Ktogdemmedays he, is divided, and given to- the 
Medes and Pefiansa . 


- Queft. voithataye we to think of fuch as are corn with 
Cawls about their Heads? ! _— 
Anfw. Some wou'd per{wade us shat they are norfo 
fiabject to: che Mifertes 8 Calamiries Of Humanity as orber 
perfons, that fome fpecial Priviledges are denyed 
the reftof\Mankind which they enjays-to this end rhey 
infiowate the _Hiftory of Antoninus, firnamed Diaduminus 
related by Alivs Lampridius, who being born with fuch a 
Coif, did afterwards come to the Soveraign Dignity of the 
Enpire, iy themanagemem whereof al things fucceeded 
ae o* ro tems = Advecatesin antient times wfe- 
y thereof to gain repufation.in their Public 
Pleadings,and to that end Sere in fec with Midwives, w ; 
knowing the exceflency of fach a Coif,” fold ir at a ver 
dear rate. ‘Some have had'the vanity co believe; that’ 
pecans eateries ay) yor as World, were toe: 
all. rtune,even fo fj bécome inoslrenabie, 
Provided they be always carci Ap. yY It vo 
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Nay, ific fhou'd by chance be ritioufly 
away, the benefit. of it- would be tray Fa the 
roen my be But we believe ng) efjian $ 
cewixt the aGions pp Ana ind shat! SbiyF} be- 
-Caufe,if fo,the ordinary di } Piovalentes d 
be fruftrate, arid many ations, according to here 
tendencies wou'd be inverted, ant vonlegeehity a chit 
fion in the ferded Chain of Natural Canfés. This Opinion 
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the Canons of the 
fortunate or unfortunare. 
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